In order to increase the level of integration and development at the scale of the Union and to raise the conditions of competition on a global scale, EU has announced two basic development strategies within the process: Lisbon Strategy (2000) During the said process, the objectives and priorities as well as the budgets of the EU structural funds have changed. In March 2000, the European Council meeting in Lisbon set the strategic goal of transforming the EU into 'the most competitive and dynamic knowledge-based economy in the world' within a decade. Among the jointly agreed goals to be attained by 2010 were raising investment in research and development to three per cent of gross domestic product (GDP) and increasing the rate of employment within the EU from 61 to 70 per cent of the working-age population (Teasdale, 2012). Based on the interim evaluations of Lisbon Strategy, EU Commission stated that the required specific objectives could not be achieved because the financial crisis and planned reforms could not be implemented. At the same time, the major expansion in 2004 made the existing interregional disparities more evident. Published on 2010 by EC, Europe 2020 Strategy (which is considered to be a reviewed and updated Lisbon Strategy) brought in a new expansion in terms of achieving the initial objectives. The strategy in question focuses not only on the economic -social cohesion but also on spatial cohesion. However, the statistics within the process reveal that the economic, social and territorial cohesion could not be achieved at the scale of EU yet, even it has been asserted in a report, which was prepared by the Secretariat of the Conference of Peripheral Maritime Regions (CPMR) in 2015 that besides the disparities between the Member States, disparities between regions within countries increased, as well. Within the scope of this study, it will be discussed how much the cohesion target, given in the founding treaty of EU is reflected on the development strategies; the role and accomplishments of these strategies and funds in achieving that target. While the role and accomplishments of the Europe 2020 Strategy, which is still in effect today, are questioned in terms of ensuring particularly the territorial cohesion, also the importance and the priority granted to urban spaces in order to achieve the objectives of strategies -as well as objectives of the founding agreement -will be discussed. The Method of the Study can be summarized as the literature survey based on the Lisbon and Europe 2020 Strategies of European Commission, the EU Financial Period Programs and observations and critics prepared by a variety of institutions as well as the evaluation of the findings based on statistical datas.
Introduction
Boosting the scale of economic and social cohesion, achieving sustainable economic development, achieving a balanced and environment-friendly, sustainable economic development at the scale of the Union has been considered as the community's mission in Article 2 of the Treaty on EU (TEU, 1992,Article 2). The community focused on succeeding in this objective specified in the founding Treaty in such a way that all the policies, including competitiveness, common economic market, regional policies would not be in contrary with the application of open economic market. Achieving the purposes such as the presumed future increase in the structure of EU-15 and as the participation of new members under the average GDP level of the Union, strengthening the economic and social structure at the scale of EU and the goal to improve the competitiveness at the global level within the process have brought the Lisbon Strategy (2000) into the agenda.
The Lisbon Strategy 1 mainly focused on goals of strengthening the opportunities of economic competitiveness of EU on a global scale, finding solution to the problem of increasing unemployment and overcoming the problems in the social security system. Upon the adoption of sustainable development strategies, the scope of the Lisbon Strategy was expanded. However, the economic crisis that rocked also the EU as all over the world and the major expansion in 2004 made the existing inter-regional disparities more evident and complicated the implementation of the projected reforms within the context of the Lisbon Strategy. According to the official declarations of EU, despite of the financial, economic reforms and the measures taken under the Lisbon Strategy, the lack of coordination between Member states recognized as one important negative factor, among others.
In the interim assessment of Lisbon Strategy, being confessed with the objective of transforming the EU to "the most competitive, dynamic and knowledge-based economy in the world" until 2010, it has been ascertained that the results achieved at the scale of the Union fell behind the expectations. The findings showing that economic growth, employment levels and GDP fell at a rate of 4% at EU level as of 2009, brought up the Europe 2020 Strategy in 2010. Important changes are projected within the context of the Europe 2020 Strategy without making any climatic changes in the EU's economic and social infrastructure, without abandoning the sustainable policies in terms of the protection of the environment. The Strategy aims to transform EU into an economy, supporting the social and regional cohesion until 2020, based on knowledge and innovation, by using the resources efficiently, environment-friendly and more competitive, but also creating high-employment (EC, 2010, AKSES, S. İKV, 2013). . 2020 Strategy at the Union scale, described three basic priority areas, consisting of Smart Growth, Sustainable Growth and Comprehensive Growth, 5 goals and 7 initiatives; The EU 2014-2020 fiscal budget focused on the strategic priorities and objectives set out in EUROPE 2020.
1.AB-2007-2013 Economic Budget Period/ Cohesion Policies and Background
Though the principle of reducing the regional differences between Member States appears in the Treaty of Rome (EEC), there are not any particular regional policies or funds for this purpose. Its first move was to organize a "Conference on Regional Economies" in December 1961, attended by national administrators with responsibilities in the area and experts in the field. The main outcome was to kick-start a process of reflection on the subject, including the setting up of working groups comparing different experiences and methods, the commissioning of territorial studies, and the promotion of exchanges of experience among national governments. At an institutional level, the output of this work was officially recognised in 1964 in the Community's First Medium-Term Economic Policy Program, which provided the basis for the first Commission Communication (or Memorandum) on Regional policy in 1965.( …….) But the regional policies at EU level have been connected to an official procedure by the establishment of the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) within the process of adopting the participation of England in the Community after the Paris Summit of 1972-74. However, the fund has a very limited budget compared with the common agricultural fund of the community and Social Fund (David, A. 2005).The total agreed budget for the Fund was 1.3 billion European Units of Account over a three year period , representing around 5 percent of the Community budget. The distribution of resources to each Member State was determined on the basis of a system of national quotas, setting out the percentage share allocated to each Member State. The shares were largely worked out on the basis of inter-state bargaining, linked to net budgetary balances, and did not have a direct, explicit link to Community regional development needs. The regional policy at the level of the Community and re-arrangement of the funds occurred upon the adoption of The Single European ActSEA (1985) . After this date,the total budget of the funds,the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF), European Social Fund (ESF) and the European Guidance and Guarantee Fund (EAGGF) within the EEC, gathered under the name of Structural Funds, increased two-fold. Moreover, the amount of the Regional Development Fund (ERDF) has increased under the umbrella of the Structural Funds (Wiilims, R.).The change, which was called as reform in the regional policies of the Community is explained with the necessity creating an economically and socially cohesive regional policy within the union, the persistence on building an economic and political unity against the economic and social changes at the global level since the differences of regional development within the community after the expansion towards Greece, Portugal and Spain, which are behind the average development of the EEC,after 1980.
The legal basis was addressed through the Single Act of 1985. The first major Treaty revision constitutionalized Cohesion policy by introducing the specific title of Economic and Social Cohesion. The policy objective was defined as promoting the "overall harmonious development" of the Community and "strengthening economic and social cohesion", particularly by "reducing disparities between the various regions and the backwardness of the least-favored regions" (Article 130a).. . The key task of the ERDF was also restated, namely, "to redress the main regional imbalances in the Community through participation in the development and structural adjustment of regions whose development is lagging behind and in the conversion of declining industrial regions" (Article 130c)(Gian Paolo Manzella, Carlos Mendez,2009).
The regional policy of the Community has entered a new era with the founding agreement of EU in 1992. Besides the Structural Funds,the Cohesion Fund has been created for the use of countries in Northern Europe as well as the Southern Europe, consisting of Spain, Portugal and Greece (the countries joining the Community upon the expansions of EU after 1990 and 1980) in order to ensure the economic and monetary union at the level of the Community and increasing the social cohesion. The Cohesion Fund was mainly created for leveraging the procedures on the protection of the environment and improvement of transport, energy infrastructure networks (Williams, R....).In the process, EU regional policy, cohesion fund and structural funds integrated by acting together and start to be called as cohesion policies. Though there are considerations about the Treaty of Rome (Article 158) in the literature of the EU regional policies, that the cohesion policies exist since 1958 because the phrase "the reduction of disparities between the levels of development of various regions" is mentioned within the objectives of the community, economic and social cohesion policies of EU after 1980 based on a different concept within the framework of the regional policies, which the welfare society model is based on and which is the social-economic climate, where the founding Treaty of Rome aroused.The economic-social cohesion and regional policies of EU have been formed on a more competitive neo-liberal economy policy axis.
Despite the aim of the EU cohesion/regional policy is to reduce the regional disparities and increase the social cohesion, regional policy goals are increasingly concerned with optimizing the contribution of regional resources to the creation of economic growth by promoting competitiveness and reducing unemployment. This is true for smaller EU countries where regional differences are comparatively small However, within the entire process, the great structural transformation in the regional policies of EU corresponds to the period after the year 2000 when the EU Lisbon Strategy was adopted. Though the EU regional policies and funding structure are always associated with each other, EU was to expand towards the biggest and poorest countries (the former Socialist East European countries) at once after 2004, brought up to revise the regional policies within the context of its target to reach the level of a competitive region at a global scale through economic-social cohesion Union-wide. In the financial period of 2000_2006 within the context of EU cohesion/region policy, the number of targets was reduced to three, whereas it was six 1 during the previous period:
Objective 1: adopted as the incentive for the development and structural cohesion of regions lagging in development. Objective 2: considers the support of economic and social change the regions, which are in structural difficulties and socioeconomic transformation. As a part of the former Objective 2 and 5b and 5a,the crisis areas depending on the fishing sector are addressed here. These regions are supported by the European Regional Development Fund and European Social Fund. 
1.1.AB-2007-2013 Financial Budget Program, Structural Funds and Cohesion Policies
The last reform of the Cohesion Policy for the period of 2007-2013 should be analyzed within the context of a mixture of political, economic and financial issues, having deep impacts on the form and content of the policy 2 . The recent expansion towards the Eastern Europe was effective in the re-arrangement of the EU funds. Although the total population of the EU increased around 20% due to the participation of new member states, GDP increased only around %4-5. Nearly all regions 1 Objective 1: was determined for the poorest regions with an average GDP of less than 75% of the EU average. Especially Spain, Portugal, Greece, Italy and East Germany benefited from this target. Objective 2: was determined for regions with high unemployment rates or regions where job losses are experienced. It is especially defined for Central-Northern Europe regions with old production technologies, industrial area degradation, and some regions of Italy and Spain. Objective 3 and 4: were defined fight against long-term unemployment, creating new jobs for the young population. Britain, France, Germany, Spain and Italy are the countries that benefit the most of this target. Objective 5: It is aimed to help agricultural and rural areas. Objective 6: After the expansion of the Union in 1995, this target was added for the low density regions of Northern Europe. Following the inter-institutional agreement in April 2006, the overall amount of resources available for Cohesion policy over the 2007-13 period was set at €347 billion, representing 35.7 percent of the EU budget. The regulatory package was approved in July 2006, embodying the most radical reform of the policy since 1988 .A key aim was to introduce a more strategic approach for targeting EU priorities, centered on the Lisbon strategy and involving a new planning framework. Strategic EU objectives for Cohesion policy were identified in Community Strategic Guidelines (CSG), while the Member States set out national objectives and a strategy in line with the CSG in a National Strategic Reference Framework (NSRF). Together, these two documents provided the basis for the design of the operational programs. A "Lisbon earmarking" instrument was also introduced, whereby Member States agree to focus the available resources on specific categories of expenditure directly related to Lisbon themes. (ManzellaG, P, and Mendez.C,2009).
In June / July 2006, both the Council and EU Parliament came to an agreement on the debated reform (EC,2007) . In this regard, the following objectives of the EU cohesion policies have been specified as below:
• Convergence 1 (former Objective 1): Supporting growth and job creation in the least developed Member States and regions,.The regions having a per capita GDP less than 75% of the EU average (mostly regions of the new Member States) will be funded.
• Competitiveness and employment (former Objective 2): Designed for the assistance of the rich Member States in the issues of economic and social change, globalization and the transition to the information society. The employment initiatives shall be formed by taking the European Employment Strategy (EES) into consideration.
• Regional cooperation: Designed for promoting cross-border cooperation programs to find common solutions to the issues such as urban, rural and coastal development, development of economic relations and networking of SMEs.Establishment of a new authority to manage the cooperation programs".
In terms of financial resources, the Council of Europe allocated 307.6 billion € for the cohesion policy for the years 2007-2013 as of December 17, 2005 . 81,7% of these funds were reserved for the objective of convergence, 15.8% was reserved for objective of competitiveness and 2.44 % was reserved for European Territorial Cooperation (EC,2007). 1 Economic Growth Theories and the Convergence; When one mentions real convergence between countries/regions, it generally means the approximation of the levels of economic welfare across those countries/regions. Economic welfare of a country is generally proxied by GDP percapita. For that reason, the question of real convergence is related to economic growth. (Aktar, nagiahan) There are conflicting views in the literature regarding the relationship between convergence and economic integration. Two main economic growth theories arriving at opposite conclusions can be cited, the neoclassical growth theories and the endogenous growth theories. The differences in points of view are caused by diverging beliefs in the underlying assumptions on econornic growth.The neoclassical Solow theory points out the importance of the capital accumulation and technological progress in the process of economic growth of countries (Robert M. Solow, 1956.) . returns to capital, the model states that output per worker can rise if and only if the technological progress takes place. Endogenous growth theories developed in the 1980's, on the otherhand, emerged as an attempt of understanding the forces behind technological progress which the Solow model leaves it out as unexplained. Asserting that income convergence between rich and poor countries/regions may not be the only possible outcome, they emphasize the research and development efforts in the accumulation of new ideas` (Romer, 1990 ) and the role of human capital in the production of goods (for more details:…)
The structural funds and community initiatives in the period of 2000-06 were replaced by a new structure that simplifies the system. The differences between the cohesion policy for 2007-2013 and the previous period are as follows:
In the period 2007-2013, Urban II and Equal initiatives have been taken under the convergence and cross-regional competitiveness &employment objectives.
Three new objectives contain Interreg III, Equal and Urban II, which are the former community initiatives and the missions of Objectives 1, 2 and 3 where the funds were reserved in the previous financial periods. The greatest innovation in structuring the EU Funds in the 2007-2013 fiscal period 1 is the cohesion fund functioningindependentlyno longer. The Cohesion Fund, together with the ERDF and ESF function in line with the objectives of the cohesion funds, cohesion policy. Therefore, the same programmingis subject to the rules of management and control (for details, see the General Administration).
Interreg IIIhas been integrated into the
Through this new cohesion policy, the Commission aimed to achieve the following objectives:
• Strategic approach:Auditingthe entire programming processes at national and local levels, which will be executed by EU per a single political document (Community Strategic Guides) in the issues of growth, socio-economic and political regional integration
• Simplification: reducing the number of objectives and regulations; single funded programs; streamlined eligibility rules for expenses; more flexible financial management; more emphasis on monitoring, evaluation and control.
• Decentralization/ stronger involvement of regional and local actors in the preparation of programs (EC, 2007-2013).
1.2.Discussions on Cohesion Policy Achievements Over the Period of 2007-2013
The European Commission assesses the Cohesion Policies of 2007-2013 periods successful on the basis of independent expert evaluations.
In the report titled "9 Ways Cohesion Policy Works For Europe-Main Results 2007-2013 1 ' ',issues such as creation of employment, positive effects on the reduction of regional differences, effects on the increase in GDP etc., are shown as the indicators of success. 2.74 EURO extra GDP until 2023and the cohesion policy investments constitute vital financial source for many members, and equals to 57% of some state capital investments (EU average: 6.5%). Besides an estimated number of SMES of 400,000, also 121,400 new initiatives are financially supported, it is argued that the transport networks and transport ability have been extended, the fight against climate change is supported, the quality of life in cities increased etc.
However, in a report published in 2015 by the CPMR Secretariat 2 , the recent regional GDP statistics show that the regional differences increased, although the gaps between Member States expand, the gaps between regions within the same country increase as well (Figure 2) . willsupportprogrammesaddressingregionaldevelopment, economicchange, enhancedcompetitivenessandterritorialcooperationthroughoutthe EU. Fundingprioritiesincluderesearch, innovation, environmentalprotectionand risk prevention, whileinfrastructureinvestmentretains an important role, especially in theleastdevelopedregions. The EuropeanSocialFund: The EuropeanSocialFund (ESF) will be implemented in linewiththeEuropeanEmploymentStrategyand it willfocus on fourkeyareas: increasingadaptability of workersandenterprises, enhancingaccesstoemploymentandparticipation in thelabour market, reinforcingsocialinclusionbycombatingdiscriminationandfacilitatingaccesstothelabour market fordisadvantagedpeople, andpromotingpartnershipfor reform in thefields of employmentandinclusion. CohesionFund: ItappliestoMemberStateswith a GrossNationalIncome (GNI) of lessthan 90% of theCommunityaveragewhichmeans it coversthenewMemberStates as well as GreeceandPortugal. Spainwill be eligibletotheCohesionFund on a transitionalbasis in thenewperiod, theFundwillcontributealongsidethe ERDF tomulti-annualinvestmentprogrammesmanaged. In a decentralisedway, ratherthanbeingsubjecttoindividualprojectapprovalbytheCommission. About167. According to this report, if the average regional GDP of the years 2011, 2012 and 2013 is used, the compatibility of 32 regions will change within the scope of the cohesion policy. 31 of those 32 regions will fall one category (from "developed regions" to "transition regions") and only one region will raise by one category. One of those regions (Madeira, Portugal) will fall from the category of developed regions to the category of less developed regions.
Excluding the exception of Malta, all Member States of Mediterranean are worse and below the EU average: The macroeconomic framework has a significant impact on regional economic growth.
Lagging regions have lower productivity, educational attainment and employment rates compared to the other regions in their country.

Underdeveloped regional innovation systems, skills gap and poor institutional quality undermine the growth potential of lagging regions.
The significant population losses in low-income regions and especially the out-migration of the younger and more educated population may limit their growth prospects.
Public and private investment dropped in these regions, especially in low-growth regions.
There are also some criticisms over the criteria used to assess whether or not regions are eligible for funds, and how these funds are then used? Objective 1 funding, which makes up two thirds of the structural funds, is only available in those EU regions (NUTS level 2) where GDP per capita is lower than 75% of the EU average. These criterias do not allow for inter regional disparities, and regions can find that they lose their eligibility for funding despite still having some very needy areas within them (Oktayer, N. 2007 ). However, as far as we know, there are no available studies presenting a counterfactual analysis, i.e., comparing their results with the situation without regional policies. This is particularly relevant since, if a particular region were not "better off" despite benefiting of EU's regional policies, this would not necessarily mean that the aid was not efficient, since the region might have been "even worse off" without that aid (Rivero& others, 2005).
The Europe 2020 Strategy and the 2014 -2014 Cohesion Policy
The Europe 2020 Strategy, as a reaction of the European economy against globalization to the basic problems experienced at political level is a strategy prepared to overcome the structural problems of the economy of EU experienced across the globalization and in this sense, it is a resuming text that replaced the Lisbon Strategy (Akbaş, G. &Apar, E., 2010).
The EU strategic report explains the economic and social reality of the EU as follows: :" The recent economic crisis has no precedent in our generation. The The scope of the Strategy can be read as an effort to find a solution by taking the structural economic -social problems surrounding the EU and ongoing economic and environmental problems on a global scale into consideration. The policies brought up by the strategical documents under the expression, "more unity outside and more coordination inside on the basis of this crisis and the approach to transform the current global crisis into an opportunity",it is emphasized that the member states should follow policies which are more holistic and sensitive to the priorities of EU and consistent practices" (Akbaş, G. &Apar, e. 2010). The scope of the last cohesion policy, Article 174,Treaty of Lisbon (2010) has been described as: 'In order to promote its overall harmonious development, the Union shall develop and pursue its actions leading to the strengthening of its economic, social and territorial cohesion. In particular, the Union shall aim at reducing disparities between the levels of development of the various regions and the backwardness of the least favored regions''.
The new cohesion policy aiming not only the less developed regions,but all 274 regions of the Union,became the main investment policy and is associated directly with the objectives of the Europe 2020 Strategy. In this context, principles such as thematic concentration, result orientation and the use of appropriate financial instruments are very important.
What's new in 2014-2020 Cohesion Policy ?
The EU budget period fits to the current Strategy's objectives ;
Focus on results
Performance reserve: 6% funding allocated in 2019 to programmes and priorities which have achieved 85% of their milestones.
Necessity of pre-conditions for an effective EU investment: Thematic ex ante conditionalities (Linked to the thematic objectives and investment priorities of Cohesion Policy and applied in relation to investments in the specific thematic area: strategic, regulatory and institutional pre-conditions, administrative capacity), General ex ante conditionalities (Linked to horizontal aspects of programme implementation and apply across all ESI funds: anti-discrimination policy, gender equality policy).
Cohesion policy is part of the European Structural & Investment Funds (ERDF, EAFRDCohesion Fund, ESF,EFF) for the period 2014-2020, 454 billion Euros have been allocated to represent the second largest portion of the EU budget.
In order to ensure the investments to be focused, most of the ERDF, will be spent on the fields under four big growth objectives (Research and Innovation, SMEs, ICT and the low-carbon economy). At least 80% of the resources available in the more developed regions and 50% of the resources available in less developed countries shall be allocated to major sectors within the growth objectives. There are similar rules for the ESF and at least 20% of the total ESF resources shall be used for encouraging social inclusion and the fight against poverty.
Different allocation ratios have been assigned in accordance with the level of development of regions (underdeveloped regions: 50%, transition regions: 60% and developed regions:: 80%) (EC, 2014). At least 26 billion Euros of these funds shall support low-carbon economy (energy efficiency and renewable energy). Besides, in the distribution of ERDF resources, there are 3 separate obligations 1 .
Thanks to the European Social Fund (ESF),the cohesion policy, will provide a significant contribution to the EU priorities in the field of employment through for example education, lifelong learning, social inclusion etc. At least 20% of the total ESF resources shall be allocated for encouraging social inclusion and the fight against poverty. At the same time, the new youth employment Initiative linked with the ESF will provide a special focus on young people (EC, 2014).
When the national contribution of the Member States and leverage effect of the financial instruments are combined, the overall economic impact of the cohesion policy in the new period, is expected to be more than 500 billion Euros. The cities, where more than two-thirds of the total GDP of EU is produced, are regarded as the very important actors in achieving Europe's 2020 targets. In overcoming the economic crisis, in addition to the development of existing facilities of the cities,investment capacities to attract investments are also sought. Moreover, the cities and urban areas have a key role not only in terms of urban congestion and propagation, protection of environment and resources, climate changes and reduction of GHG emissions as well as in economic, social& and territorial cohesion policies. Within the framework of this prediction,the Former Regional Policy General Directorate has been reorganized as the Regional and Urban Policy General Directorate for the new period by the EU Commission.
In the terms of financing; most of the investment priorities in the period of 2014-2020 were relevant initiatives in the fields of development of low-carbon strategies, improvement of the built environment or facilitating mobility within the urban areas and this ratio is expected to increase. For more, each Member State is obligated to spend at least 5 % of ERDF for integrated actions for sustainable urban development. 
Conclusion
It is seen that the regional / cohesive policies of EU and the distribution of the funds and budgets from the beginning until today have been associated with the spatial expansion and with the levels of the community's economic and social development. Since the early periods of the ERDF (1973), the regions under the 75% of the average (Target 1) and the problematic urban areas in economic and social sense have been supported. It is seen that ESF, which was established by the founding Treaty of Rome (1958), provided partial support to the target 1 regions. But the EU funds operated separately until the SEA (1986). On the other hand, the EU funding has a completing role in the period of 1970s-1986. All funds of the EU were integrated under the Structural funds after the SEA (1986), as the first structural change in the regional and fund structures. In that period, the effectivity of the Union scale for the regional policies and usage of the funds seemed to have increased. The Europe 2020 Strategy appears as a rather complex structure when the policy options, developed within the framework of all headings and their links with each other despite of the simplified priorities for the realization of the vision and the basic initiative headings are identified within the context of such priorities. In this sense, the critic to the Lisbon Strategy to be too complex, is valid also for the Lisbon Strategy. In addition, since all of the objectives aimed to be achieved will be formed on an economic-social ground, the reality that such ground is interacting with the changes at the global level, can be regarded as the othe problem against the achievement of the objectives.
Though the final objectives are clearly specified, the national criterion of EU to be described as 28-1 and the economicsocial indicators expressed in hundreds consisting of different regional scales is one of the key problematics in achieving the strategy.
The one by one association of the strategic proposition with the EU policies and creation of agendas at the level of each sector at the scale of commission can be shown as the strengths.
Moreover, for the Member States to develop programs complying with the 2020 objectives, creating a reporting system andEU Council to be responsible for the management of the strategy are regarded as the positive aspects of the Lisbon Strategy (Akbaş, G. &Apar, E., 2010).
Despite of the complex structure of the priority and initiative headings of the strategy, the determinations in association with the existing conditions in the introduction text of the strategy document and the claimed objectives show that the strategy focuses on the solution of the problem of unemployment, which increased after the crisis in the EU, completion of economic common market and increasing the competition power of the EU economy with North America and China.
The subheadings of smart and sustainable development priorities, particularly under an industrial policy for the globalisation era; heading towards EU innovative technologies and clean energy sources, the manufacturing industry, having an important place in the EU economy and raising the competitiveness of SMEs and creating new employment opportunities seem to be very important. Under the priority sustainable growth; development of alternative integrated systems in combating against climate changes and the reduction of C02 level in the transportation networks and infrastructure, reduction of the share of natural resources in energy consumption and raising the protection of natural sources and sustainable development are intended.
A clear framework was aimed at the scale of EU and for the member states by detailing the the problems of employment, approaches on the social security system, increasing social and territorial cohesion which were the essence of Lisbon Strategy are maintained in the Europe 202 Strategy and under the heading of Priority of Comprehensive Growth, social problems, especially such as increasing poverty, access to adequate education, social gender and ageing population.
In current cohesion policies and funding, about 2/3 of the total budget is alocated to less developed and transit regions, thus it is anticipated that it will be effective in achieving the objectives of the strategy.
